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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
GuL M. KobwaAuvi, Case No.: 11-cv-2710-YGR
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE RE: STRIKING AND

SANCTIONS; ORDER VACATING HEARING
AND TRIAL DATESAND DEADLINES

Plaintiff,
VS.

INTERCONTINENTALHOTELS GROUP
RESOURCESINC., et al .,

Defendants.

TO PLAINTIFF GUL M. KODWAVI AND HISCOUNSEL OF RECORD:

The above-named Plaintiff's counséirtis G. Oler, is herebyORDERED TO SHOW CAUSE
why he should not be sanctioned for failing tongdy with this Court’s Standing Order in Civil
Cases (“Standing Order”) regandi summary judgment responsivatetmnents and why Plaintiff's
Separate Statement of Undisputed Facts In @upb Plaintiff's Opposition to Defendants’ Motior]
for Summary Judgment or Alternatively, PdrBammary Judgment (. No. 66, hereinafter
“Plaintiff's Additional Facts”) andResponse to Defendant’s Sepaist@atement of Undisputed Fag
(Dkt No. 68, hereinafter “Plaiiff's Responsive Statementshould not be stricken.

Plaintiff's Additional Facts and Plaintiff’'s Rpensive Statement both fail to comply with t
Court’s Standing Order in Civil Cases (“StandiDgler”), paragraph 9(c). The Standing Order
requires that a party respondingatonotion for summary judgment itaclude “a separate, short, an
concise statement of any additionaterial facts as to which it @ontended that there exists a
genuine issue to be tried” in the same documetiteasesponse to the moving separate statemer
The Standing Order further requirdsat an opposing separate statensiall be “no more than five

(5) additional pages beyond the number of pages in the opening statement.” Most significan
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Standing Order requires that counselude an attestation as parttbéir separate statements statjng
that the evidence cited fiirand accurately supportise facts as asserted.

Here, Plaintiff filed Paintiff's Responsive Statement aniéd a separate additional 28-page
document listing additional materiadts. Plaintiff’'s counsel failed @ttest to the veracity of the
facts asserted in either document.

In addition to the plain requirements of the Standing Order, paragraph 9(c), Plaintiff's
counsel was previously cautionid this Court to adhere to theeexact same requirements in a
separate action.S¢e Mendoza v. Kindred Healthcare Operating, Inc., No. 4:11-cv-00666-YGR,
ECF No. 51 (N.D. Cal. May 4, 2012).)

A hearing on this Order to Show Cause shall be helgratay, December 21, 2012, on the
Court’s 9:01 a.m. calendar, in the Federau@house, 1301 Clay Stre@akland, California.
Plaintiff's counsel must file a witen response to this Order$mow Cause no later than Friday,
December 14, 2012. If the Court is satisfied vAtaintiff's counsel’s response, it will consider
taking the Order to Show Cause hearing off calendar.

In addition, the Court hereByACATES the pending hearing on Defendant’s Motion for
Summary Judgment, currently set Taresday, December 11, 2012, andVACATES the trial date,
and all trial-related hearings and deadlinetil further noticérom the Court.

| T 1SS0 ORDERED.
Date: December 6, 2012

Y VONNE GoNZALEAROoGERS ©
UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT JUDGE




